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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 20 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12/15/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (1) in Clapp, the local host computer does not 
instruct the remote host computer to copy the off-screen buffer contents. 

4. As to point (1), Clapp discloses at a local host computer system issues a local draw 
command at step 638, which is when the updated pixel data is then copied to the local off-screen 
window buffer, and concurrently the transmission of local off-screen window buffer is 
transferred over the communication channel 82 to remote host computer system at the same time. 
At the receiving end, the remote host computer receives the pixel data from the data pipe 82, and 
copied to the remote off-screen window buffer [ i.e. instruct or send data to the receiver or 
remote host system for copy to the off-screen buffer ] [ 636-658, Figure 12; and col 1 1, lines 40- 
col 12, lines 30 ]. 
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5. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (2) in Hanko, the HID does not copy the tile 
image into an off-screen buffer. 

5. As to point (2), Hanko discloses the rendering method require the use of off-screen 
memory to store the tile pattern [ i.e. copy the tile image into an off-screen buffer ] [ col 1, lines 
26-29 ]. 

6. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (3) Hanko does not teach a server instructs the 
client to copy the graphical data associated with the indicia to a particular location within the 
first memory region. 

7. As to point (3), it is rejected for similar reasons as disclosed in the previous Office 
Action. Furthermore, Hanko discloses the service computer transmits a set of N copy commands 
to the HID [ col 5, lines 34-43 ] and the HID copies the tile image data into the frame buffer 
before displaying [ i.e. copy the graphical data to location within the first memory region ] [ col 
5, lines 1-8 ]. 

8. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
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USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. \98S)md In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, it would have been obvious to combine the teaching of Hanko and Clapp because 
Hanko's teaching of repetitions information would allow to reduce transmission overhead in 
communication system. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1, 2, 4-9, 12, 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Clapp et al. [ US Patent No 6,073,192 ], in view of Hanko [ US Patent No 6,483,515 ]. 

11. As per claim 1, Clapp discloses the invention substantially as claimed including a method 
of remotely controlling, by a server, the formation of an off-screen surface at a client coupled to 
the server via a communications network, the method being performed at the server and 
comprising the steps of: 

instructing the client to select a first memory region for allocation to the off-screen 
surface [ i.e. select a window and allocate memory for off-screen ] [ 628 and 630, Figure 12; 
and col 11, lines 33-41 ], the first memory region corresponding to a memory coupled to the 
client [ i.e. local off-screen window buffer ] [ 604, Figure 1 1 ]. 
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Clapp does not specifically disclose 

transmitting indicia of a graphical data to the client; and 

instructing the client to copy the graphical data associated with the indicia to a particular 
location within the first memory region. 
Hanko discloses 

transmitting display information to remote system including the tile image data, number 
of repetitions and coordinate data [ Abstract; and col 7, lines 10-16 ]; and 

the remote system copying the tile image data into the frame buffer [ Abstract; and col 1, 
lines 47-55 ]. 

It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teaching of Clapp and Hanko because Clapp' s teaching of repetitions 
information including coordinate data would allow data to be correctly stored for display. 

12. As per claim 2, Clapp discloses specifying a plurality of attributes associated with the 
off-screen surface [ Figure 10; and col 14, lines 7-23 and lines 47-67 ]. 

13. As per claim 4, Clapp does not specifically disclose wherein the indicia of the graphical 
data corresponds to an index, the index identifying a location of the graphical data within a 
cache memory coupled to the client. Hanko discloses the replication information includes 
coordinate data representing the position of the display area and storing the image data starting 
at a location in a frame buffer corresponding to a coordinate location [col 1, lines 47-52; and 
col 7, lines 11-15]. It would have been obvious to combine the teaching of Clapp and Hanko 
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because Hanko's teaching would enable faster access to information to increase system 
performance. 

14. As per claim 5, Clapp discloses instructing the client to update an on-screen surface 
associated with the client using the copied graphical data in the off-screen surface [ i.e. the 
active window is brought to the foreground of the display ] [ col 1 1, lines 40-45; and col 12, 
lines 20-22]. 

15. As per claim 6, Clapp discloses storing a duplicate of the off- screen surface in a memory 
coupled to the server [ 606, Figure 11]. 

16. As per claim 7, Clapp discloses upon receiving an indication of an error condition, 
transmitting at least one portion of the duplicate off-screen surface to the client; and instructing 
the client to copy the at least one portion of the duplicate off-screen surface to an on-screen 
surface associated with the client [ i.e. draw command to update window ] [ 638, Figure 12; col 
1 1, lines 46-64; and col 12, lines 23-36 ]. 

17. As per claim 8, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 7. Furthermore, 
Clapp discloses instructing the client to select a second memory region; and instructing the 
client to copy the graphical data to a particular location within the second memory region [ i.e. 
double buffering ] [ col 10, lines 64-col 1 1, lines 4 ]. 
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18. As per claim 9, Clapp discloses wherein the graphical data corresponds to a bitmap [ col 
11, lines 43-46]. 

19. As per claim 12, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1. Furthermore, 
Clapp discloses client agent [ 242, Figure 1 1 ] and server agent [ 262, Figure 11]. 

20. As per claim 14, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 4. 

21 . As per claim 15, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 2. 

22. As per claim 16, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 6. 

23. As per claim 17, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 5. Furthermore, 
Clapp discloser discarding the off-screen surface stored within the first memory region upon the 
occurrence of an error condition [ i.e. overwrite ] [ col 1 1, lines 60-64 ]. 

24. As per claim 18, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 9. 

25. Claims 3, 10, 11, 13, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Clapp et al. [ US Patent No 6,073,192 ], in view of Hanko [ US Patent No 6,483,515 ], and 
further in view of Peterson [ US Patent Application No 2003/0084052 ]. 
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26. As per claim 3, Clapp and Hanko do not specifically disclose wherein the indicia of the 
graphical data corresponds to a fuzzy key, the fuzzy key identifying a location of the graphical 
data within a persistent storage memory coupled to the client. Clapp discloses a fuzzy logic 
used in searching and retrieving information in database and also a memory tag in a fuzzy logic 
system that include descriptors that not only identify and classify but grade or weight the 
information [ paragraph 0006 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Clapp, Hanko and Peterson because 
Peterson's teaching of fuzzy logic would provide a way to identify information for correct 
update data to maintain its integrity. 

27. As per claim 10, Peterson discloses wherein the graphical data corresponds to a glyph [ 
paragraph 0096 ]. 

28. As per claim 11, Peterson discloses wherein the graphical data corresponds to a strip [ 
0115]. 

29. As per claim 13, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 3. 

30. As per claims 19 and 20, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 10 
and 11. 
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31. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3971. The 
examiner can normally be reached on flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached at 3968. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/ / Dustin Nguyen 

/ / JOHN FOLLANSBEE 
SUPtWISORY/PATENT EXAMINEftaminer 
^TfiHtOGY CENTER 2100 

^ Art Unit 2154 



